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To Quin Shea from Harold Weisberg JFK Assassination Records 3/2/79 
New Orleans Field Office, C.A. 78-0420 

"Good Faith" 
"Due Diligence" 
Deliberate withhol¢cings 
Questions of ex poste facto creationg of false records 

This is appeal that will take a different form. In it I will attempt to inform you 
and the Department more fully about the character of FBI compliance with what. the 4G has 
found. to be an historical case in the form of the actual notes I am making for my own usese 

Yesterday I received an inquiry relating to literature distribution in N.0. by Lee 

‘Harvey Oswald. This morning I began to examine a file provided separately from the N.0. 
files.,it is captioned Fair Play for Cuba Committee, 97-74, Sections 1 1258, Sub 14, 

I looked a. page of the worksheets and was immediately confronted with 

these questions: wexe are the rest of the recordgand why the unaccgunted skips in the 

inventory? 

It I am to believe these worksheets there is no Serial before 65, that there was a 

sk@p in serialization beginning with 69, that there are others skips, and for the first 
time nobody has inserted an explanation that the numbers were accidentally skipped. in . 

the serializing. There are toc many for this to be an accident. 1+ means that for no _ 

explained reasons the FEI is withhold and not explaining the withholding wr charming akg tyenftn 

So there can be no doubt about the significance, the first record. under FRCC is 

dated 8/9/63. Yet Oswald made a record in about May when he picketed the carrier 

Wasp at the Dumaine Street wmarf wharg. A harbor policeman named Austin obtained a Byay 

copy of a leaflet, gave it.to the FBI, which lifted a fingerprint of which it has said 
no more than that it was not Oswald'se One of my many FOIA requests to which there kas 

been no response is for records relating to this fingerprint and to whom it was attributed 

by the FBI or of its failure to identify the frint. The obvious reasons for this to be . 

potentially important information will follow. 

Serial 65 consists of a report by SA Stephen Callender of a woman turning in an 

Oswald leaflet and of his arrest with three Cuben whe picked a fight with him. It does 

not iaelude the fact that when arrested Oswald@a asked to be interviewed by the FBI, It 

does reference to Catlos Bringuier, 100-16739, a known and admitted FBI informer in N.O. 

‘Serial 66 if dated 8/16/63 and is the report of a complaint by a Cuban student oved 

this literature distribution. There appears to be a refercnce to an Atlanta file and to the 

Sending of a copy to Perea 11/25 77 with no explanation of why. 

However, prior to this 84 F8swala had entered a guilty plean and been interviewed 

by the FbI. Both should have been included in the file and are note Yn that day Oswald 

had himself on the evening TV news, not eine wy bt 

Although there is no Serial 69 on the worksheots ft is here, dated & 25/634 It is not 

an intcrnal record of the NO FO and no relevant NO FO record is included. This is to FBIHQ 

and is in factual errors 
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The report represents that Jesse Core provided a copy of an Oswald leaflet. The 

initials of the SA are illegible but they should be those of Warren C. deBrueys, whose 

regular source Core wase Core is my source, in a number of taped interviews in which 

he was alsways consistent even though drink (invoke privacy exemption) on the last one 

when we spent the entire afternoon drinking together. . 

This reports states incorrectly that there were but two persons engaged in the | 

literature distribution on 8/16/63. Core told the FBI three were and later FBI records 

reflect an effort to identify this third man. So I raise a question, why is this report 

in what appears to be a deliberate factual error? | Ahare am aecurote parsim? 

While it may be that the FBI decided not to record the rest of what Core daid it is 

quite matcrial to subsequent events and I believe there is a FO record or records 

not providede 

Not until 8/27 is there another record. The Serial is unclear but it appears to be 68. 

This could mean that the unclear preceeding record could be 67 rather than 69. 

aPfarently these are not first-generation copies. At the very least the Serialization, 

even of a copys, should be distinc}, So I ask for the peplacement of this file with a clear 

set of copies mide from the N.O. originals of this files 

If Serial 68, of 8/27/68 is to be believed, the FBI made no record of the fact that 

when Oswald was arrested on 8/9 and in this version not until 8/10 asked to be interviewed 

by the FBI the FBI made no record of so unusual an os for 17 dayse I don't believe ite : 

This record also eliminates a rather strange paper Diy, Martello, who informed the FBI: of- 

Oswald's request, took from Oswald and of which he gave the FBI a copy on more than one 

occasion. What my subsequent personal investigation disclosed is thst for some reason. 

of which there is no reflection of any questioning of Oswald during the two days he lived 

' after his arrest in Dallas Oswald had gone through his pocket note book and address book 

and selected out and written on a small piece of paper a number of entries that would 

associate him with thc Soviet Union and nothing @lse. Why Odwald would have such a 

paper - even the fact that he had it ~ is not mentioned in this file or rather record of 

so long after a copy was given to the FBI. 

The next Serial, 71, is dated 10/25, by deBrueys. The cover page states that,a 

"copy is being furnished to” Wallas" inasmuch as that office is presently conducting 

inguiries to locate" Oswaldeesand if Oswald has relocated in Dallasoo." 

There is no record in this file indicating Dallas' interest of Oswald's month-long 

absence from New Orleans. Nor of the Mexico City Legat's awareness that he was in 

Mexico City the end of Septembe: and the early days of Octobere (If tay be that the 

CIA stathon did not inform Legate) 

This is not menxiy as strange as the absence of contemporary record of the NO PD's 

informing the NO FO that Oswald wanted to be interviewed by the FBI. It is not quite 

as common as breathing for supposed radicals engaged in activities being investigated by 
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the FBI to ask to be interviewed in jail. It is also a bit out of the ordinary for one 

who by all accounts wes the victim of an assault to enter a guilty plea while the confessed 

assailant, the FBI's New Orleans informer Bringuier, matexe was acquitted. Even in New 

Orleans these are not usual eventse I have difficulty believing that their absence from 

this fale is usual. 

Whether or not the Serials missing to this poin¥ include any of this information or 

the report of SA Quighey” he testified to the Warren Coziuission that he interviewed Oswald 

at the lockup. He did not testify to any other agent being with him. Neither the Commission 

nor the FEI had any interest in Bringuier's testimony that there was a second agent with 
Quigley. J AN FD3 ov Fwy wher mw this fils, Soe de/ow> at X 

I believe tha Bringuier is an essential part of the historical Tene espast in New 

Orleans and ask for all files on or about him. I believe that these should have been 

“provided in response to my request and that this is not a new requeste I also suggest that 

“with regard to Bringuier the processors “o/ at nee de A mtary effort to learm what : 

is within the public domain. Bringuier was/notorious publgcity seeker. He was on speaking | 

tours with Bill James “argis, he finally wrote a book and he even prévided the NO FO 

with pictures of me that it managed not to locate in its search for records under my PA 

reqaeste I would hope its searching methods and successes improves 

Bringuier's belicfs ana acts arc such that conservative Cubans in “ew Orleans told 

me he was known in that_ comunity as "El Estupides." I an told this translates into "The 

Stupidity," het "J F rape of _ 

In any evert he and Oswald has a broadcast debate over this FFCC episode and there is 

no reflection of it in this FHC filemf prior to this 10/ 15 report. The underlying N.0. 

internal records are withheld. its synopsis manages not te mention Oswald's request for an 

FBI interview or the fact of it. The "Details" also avoid this. They suggest no prior 

contact by first dated reference to examination of arrest records being given as on 8/ 27 

and omit reference to Lt. Mattello's call to the FBI, 

However, Quigley's FD 302 in in this deBrueys report, pe 5e For so minor an event he 

dictated a 1Q=-page report in which he forgot to say that sane a ff" for the interview. 

And in the five days belore seohebwhedsvteereenes bis report fear typed after he Siesta 

dictated it it appears that Quigley did not consult FBI indices or the phone book or the 

city directory to learn that the name Odwald gave hin of A.J.Hidell did not exist. Imagitfe 

an FBI that is investigeting the FPCC and makes no minimal check on its aiiesey chapter 

head Hidel1! 

  

Somehow this does not seem like the FBI of Dillinger fame and of so many thousands 

of pages of records I'ye reade th 

Ane ae 10-page report no reference to Russian-seeking slip of paper or the 
288 

commissioned afficer's calling it to the FBI's attention? 

. The worksheets imekemmk represent that Serial 73 is "Photographs," four pages, and nothing



else. This is rather an odd way of describin;; the real Serial 73, which is a four-page 

handwritten letter from Oswald to the national office of the FPCC. Wale Jt sppéars to 

have beeh wmclassified as "Confidential" on 1/5/17 for the very first time, by that. ever- 

diligent 20404 whose number I seem to recall from the cast, aM then was found to. be . 

exempt from the General Declassification Schedule for an "Indefinite" time under : o 

Category 2— I do not have the feeling from tim that the FBI has protected the national - 

security as well as perhaps Department people o¥’ reviewing authorities might - IF they 

find any classifiahle content - because the letter was published by the Warren Commision 

in 1964. I doubt that even ever-diligent 2040 could point out any classifipable Contents 

But it t. not declassified until 1259 did it on 10/4/78 | year allsy / whh tate, 
I sfggest that the Department could gs h time und money by talking to 2040. 

And looking into thether he te Le ce the basis for affidavits of bohorsy 

as somehow I seem to recall happened. 

The story with Serial 74, which indicates that this particular copy was | provided by, 

an FGI source five days after the President was killed, has not needed classification 

at the least beginning with the demise of the FFCC, 

Faso was even more dilggent that 2040 when after a lapse of 15 years, under an executive 

order that appears not to have this purpose, he upgraded the record to Secret, and exempt 

indefinitely under 2 and 3 both. . 

You may recall that I've asked for a review under the new E.0. of all withholdings from 

me of all records relating to the JFK and King assassinations where classification was 

Claimed. I believe the foregoing is enough noinas ag 5B pectey Apress which I do make, for 

all classifications or classifications reviews by these numbersy, The one reported check 

under the new E.0., if that has not yet reached you, is not a eo a + a out that 

thi§ diligence persists, with an SA named Bradt dy Benson disaodag that Rrhegs had to withhold 

under national security claim what was in the public domain and ‘in rat in most instances 

was disclosed in the underlying records. Of which I provided copies to the Court. 

Serial 75 refers to the existence oR more than a single index in each field office. 

You may recall my requests that ask for copies of all indicese 

Serial 78 refers to a record that should exist in this file and doesn’. t in what was 

provided to mee , 

The next Serial is obliteratcd on the copy provides From the worksheets is appears to 

be 79 

Before I go into what is of special interest to me dt bce while the worksheets 

makes claim to (b)(7)(CO and (D) only the letter "U" OO is no claim to either 

exemption at the portions withheld. which is true of Serial 80 alsoe 

You will, perhaps recall that you asked me for further information that could be helpful 

in my appeal from the multitudinous withholdings of records under PA and that I made 

individual requests of all F0se While I could not eecounl BE of my fairly active almost 66 

 



freon 
wm, wet cither “ ee pWP people, I'm inclined to believe the local SWP. Not having the 

money for a at thet lthmtn urally also did not have the money for accomodations for mes So 

years I tried to be fairly informativee I believe I included and eee proved pig ly 
with San “rancisco records of an FBI infor mans effort to injure me in pubtlig’ ora: 
amount of information relating to my San Fcancisco associations, all of vents who had 
been qgamms strangers. The subject of this report, who was covered by an informant, is 
Tom Sanderse I remember him fairly well, I don't know that I knew he was SWP but I do recall - 
learning only after I got tc San Fransisco that the sponsors of my appearance were not the 
citizens' committee represented, could not raise the costs of the hall, apparently, The ach 

they arranged several pads. I recall one was with a longshoreman, Tom Sanders and his wife 
were anothers Only a:: I recall it was not in San #ancisco but at & fairly distant suburb, 
a hilly area. Sanders was introduced to me as a npinis stere His vgfe was a college professor, f 

While my n-ne? al ye orgepizational identification are unclear I am also | 
aware that I then le.rned that Sanders was connected with militant black activities, I*@ 
not be at all surprised if thie was or turned into the Black Fenthers. He was ‘the or a 
sort of editor of a mimeographed publication. 

So with all these and perhaps other FBI interests in Sanders that I do not recall if 
I imew and with all the coverage of SWP activities and people, I find it strange that none 
of this turned up when, supposedly, files were searched. on me, 

It would be nice if you could get the FBI to search the files where they know they 
have such information. I'm curious about all of this and perhaps other details of people 
with whom I eieauba,” 

on 
It is not that I have any reason to believe I was in any way contaminated by i SWP 

appearance, any more than from any other audiencies I addressed. J doubt there are as many 
SWPers in the entire San Ffancisco arca as were in my audience pe I've addressed closed 
audiences of those who I investigated for the Senatey also without contamination. , 

It also comes back to me that there was an oldcr man connected with a :painters' union 
named “eon who I beli a was SWP. I met Bim ah that meeting and afterward he Was among those 
with whom I ate. 50>. 1S. .aical Catholic reported millionaire and founder of Ramparts 
magazine made the introflactory speeBthe He and I did not get along well and I in no way hid 
this from the audience, (Except for a spoof and plagiariam I was also a nordSrs son for Ramparts, ) 
Oh, yes, there was also a Ran amparts person whose nane Sime I recall as Phillips about whom 
I d some wonder, Sonething about him suggested that he is the kind of person for whom the 
ee make % or (b)(2) claim today. Fo. 

Several reports follow without the sated latigs, etce; required for their writings 
Whether féled here or elsewhe: ‘€y as under the names of informants, they are withheld. 

Throughout what remains of this f ile, to Serial 104, @& relating to Paul Hoch's 

information request about which FBIHQ phoned Ne0. on 12/12/69, the cited # information is 
not included. It belongs in this file. 1t is not even referred tO«



That Division V would phone New Orleans about Hich's request apsears to be a bit out 
of the ordinary. Eithcr N.0, taped and oe ee the Hoch 1/8/68 we or NO Kea a 
copy and the file does not :eflect alse “is included verbatim in the text of the memo, 
Hoch sought information about an Osuala handbill. From the file FBIHQ's instructions 
were not followed because no response is in the file. fhis includes an account of all 

Serials "from 141 thru 145," copies of which were to be provided. 

Serial 105 ishated 6/24/70. It reflect another call from FBIHQ on the subject of 
Hoch's request but without mention of it or hime It weflec than an undescribed "all 
serials" beginning 4/1/63 had been copied for FBIHQ, 1 epee no separate reference to any 
Sub, as Mre Branigan hade But tie last attached page refers to Serials 4462-5 as relevant 
and capied for the Burcay.e None of this is at this point in this file, where it belongs. — 

Possibly it is clsewhere and provided But there is no means of locating it elsewhere, 
aeiWhen the FBI omits records from its pertinent files, or supposedly does, zt ig 

    

  

not 
asking the FBI to do research for a requester to ask it to provide complete " 

Five days later the Domestic Intelligence Division made another call about the sanie 
Hoch request, this time identified, Serial 106. 

There is nothing further before the Sub, no record reflecting a:y mailing or the 

content of any mailing and certainly no explanation of why it took so sane if there was 

compliance with HQ's request , for there to be compliancé, Item surprised at no record of any 
complaint or criticism of FBIHQ over having to continue to nake phone calls a half year 

after the presumed first of a series of phone calls. It is umusual if not without precedent, “ 
aS in the JFK case I believe it is, that a FO would so appear to ignore HQ's command = 
without heads rolling in i‘ront: of Hoover's deske 

The 14 Sub is nexte It pretends on the worksheet that the first Serial is 4 apd the 

last is 5. Whg can believe this? Or that FBIHQ normally would not be asking any question 

about at least three unaccounted Serials. I assume they exist and I ask for them and an 

explanation of this misleading worksheet. You have or will hear more about misleading 

workshects to which, in addition to the Beckwithian, the FBI and its counsel, by mis= 

representing my request in Coho 7800249, forced me to address some of the workkhhets, You 

night be intovested in the affidavit and attachments I finally filed after being foregflosed 
from filing them in tin ee a Pce 

To this point age file should contain an investigation of con ofiteratiz and where, — 

how and by whom it was priirked and obtained. ++ doesn't. 

The FD 340 of $A4, serialized in a iat diffrent hand and with a different impliment 

was originally in Vol 2, itg says here, The person who provided the Serial used the 

taba! PM ebay o change the -2. otis does not appear to conform to FBI practie or rulese 

da arom what Jesse Core told me he did ask for the geturn of that handbill,. It appears 

re. an undated later note is with stjll another pen. 

The attached handbill is not the one described to me by Cores He gave me a graphic



atl? wv of 

: of how in anger he crumpled the handbill and then retr&ved and flattened ite But creases 

remaincad that are not visible on tiis clear xeroxe | 

While the earlier report says of Core no more than that he had a contractual relation= 

ship with the ITM the envelope is that of the ITM, with his nameg typed on the backs Again 

the renumbering of the FD 340 and making it 145 in a different hend and pene | 

A note was adved on the cover of the Corliss Lamont pamphlet reading "Note inside 

back cover." There is no other record in this bound file. Tye inside back cover has an 

encircling of the stamp Oswald added of "r PC C 544 Camp St., New Orleans, Las" 

Apparently, as the h@I knew, this is the only case in which he used that aldresse I believe 

I have explained previously that the SA Supervisor whose name appears on the original rif0s, 

Egngst Wall, managed to conduct an investigation of thataldress without includdé its second, 

side-door address on Lafayette Street, which provided the entrance to the offices of the 

lateg Guy Bainster, former FBI sa fino had a detective agency there. If one walked up the 

stairs at 544 (the rest of the first floor was taken up by Mancuso's cafe) right at the 
top of the steps for the period of its CIA rp ey was, the New Orleans office of the 

Cuban Revolutionary Couneil. The word written near is“seems to be "check" but it is 

eee one one have to tell the FBI to check 1 knew all there was to 

no REL othe: NO SAsg—eimew. 

It does appear to be an unusual thing for an ostenwibly pro-Castfo Oswald to give 

such an address as a return address and enticement in his supposedly proCastro activities. 

Any pro-{astros, of whom thers appear to have been virtually none in New Orleans, who 

went to either place gs of the time of Oswald's activity might not have been entirely 

comfortable on leavinge Banister had his own anti-Castro outfit, I think called the 

swt SVeommnist Brbgade of the Caribbean or something like ite 

I bring these above matters and much more to light in my early 1967 Oswald jn Ney 

Qrleans, to which I've never seen any reference in eny FBI records providedse Considering 

the f oregoing encapsulation relating to SA Wall and his derring do when his President was 

assassinated and he was an SA and ud Ca = ridicule in which I indulged and the 

association of David Ferrie with That, ad La and many other matters I regard these voids 

as other than typical for the FBI. B alia tale do Oswelh Fp ec byhotat- ime, nm Io bak, 

(hm 1 ridy culed retired SA Regis Kennedy, who was in attendance upin 

federal district court the day of the asvassination along with David Ferrie = was the 

(I emphasize successful) investigator in the (Flos Marcello deportation. sage ion a 

week to write a short report of about six lines in which he said,he'd seen Marcello's 

brothcr Joe there, not exactly an earthshaking event, but failg to say he saw Ferrie 

there - even though before then Garrison had arrested Ferrie and offered him to the FBI, 

(Before further explanations I remind you of my having told you or what amounted to ‘es 

in the NO Fo weth Fervie and a number of SAs and reporters present and of my having reporter



notes, detailed netes full of FBI names.Jf I did not tell you the FBI refused to permit 

the release of Ferrie records to me at the Archives late in 1966, early in 1967 or both. 

When I f inally abtained copies there were no excigions and no basis for any withholding 
ise hewty te address (rOswaldls Frce titeret ute wee ad ee) 

e of the heads of the NO CH was Sergiog Arcacha Smith. There was a Logan Act 

charge against fim so this does not show up in SA Wall's reportse No. Cee he ‘eae Another vas Frank Bartes, who flew planes for the CIA in the Congo. There have been 

some Bartes records provided under PA but they are not complete and do not faithfully 

represent his meeting with me in which he said quite explicitly that he was still under 

"Washington's " protection. (I recognize there is more than the FBI in Washington.) 

In short, FBI diligence appcars to have been concentrated on classification of what 

Was in the public domsin yeors aftdér request was made and reclassified in the processing 

of fine request into a higher classification rather than investigating either the 

assassination of the President or the connections of his only accused assassin Arvigh the Pce Ivtereture 
i at question in this file. The leaflet was printed at 

the Jones Printing Co. Douglas Jones, who I interviewed twice, was killed in Hurricane 
Camille. His plant was taken owvery, along with the 544 Camp Ste bldge, for the new 

federal building in New Orleans. In Qswald in New Orlcans I show how FBIHQ rewrote the 

NO reports to turn pen round y to say that positive identification of Oswald was made as 

the one who got these, leaf lets when Jones and his as:istant said no such things In my 

intdrview, taped with both together following an ea fee 4 terview with Tones alone, 
e . de Re, 

they are quite explicit in stating that weememy Was Lt Tot Oswa a Loing over about 
of ™ 

100 miscellaneous pictures, inggu g SP of Oswald, gmk independently medaime stron: 
Aife re bs 

negative identification of Oswald gidy positive identification of several photos of a different 

person who lo&ked quite different ir sev. ral of the photose As I recall it after each afd 

had made these independent identifications I showed each the Oswald pictures again and 

called to their attention that it was Oswald who supposedly got thase leaflets. ue.) 

repeated that it was not Oswalddaee got That PP ce Inter etute. [Ths is te FRC 
Now let 5 pt back to those neports quoting Core as saying Mxeuere only two men 

handing out the literature. What he told me he said and what other FBI interview reports 

reflect and Secret Service records make quite explicit is that the two men were in addition 

to Qgwalde ¥) wt FP le Litg RATE 

There is film footage of Oswald mah wit those two at the ITM on 8/16/63. What 
= a 

interested me most was wostifev's. It let me make copes, with the agreement that I'd not 

give them to “arrison, as I didn't. Having had prevoous experiences with what would 

appear to a tess genous person to be untoward events in an excess of caution I had two 

prints made of this ‘motion picture footages I immediately mailed one toa frien@ who was 

with me mhen I svedined the John Martin film that is the subject of one of my requestse 

On that occasion my luggage was intercepted, made into a shambles, my new tape recorder was



so worked over that Garrison's chief investigator, a "good cop" and an able man, could not 

get it repaiered in New Orleans. My brand new Royal typewriter, which still had the 

original ribbon in it, was so rearranged, without a scar on the case, that I had to junk 

it. I got this machine instead and I',, certain the local dealer will recall what is entirely 

outside his extensive experience in the typewriter field. But the Martin film was not in 

my possession. I left it in Minneapolis for copying.e On a talk show a photographer offered 

free services to mee So, wanting prints of the individual frames of the WDSU footage and 

foe SRS 5 oguped not to let Garrison have it and not having any good New Orleans or Frederick 

het ce,T mailed one print to my Minneapolic friend and retained the seconds The only one 

that survived this was — you should have guessed — the one I kept, 

Of cougse the world is full of strange coincidences. Fece 

So when I interviewed Jesse Core and he told me that he was in this wDsU Footage 

(his then secretary wag Delores Neé@ley, interviewed bg the FBI) and that his secretary 

had lunched with the WDSU photographer, Johann Rush, and knowing that Rush had prepared 

17 prints from the footage and given them to the Government, I asked . why he was no 

longer in the WDSU footage copied for me and examined by mee He then told me what I checked 

and confirmed, that immediately after Oswald was identified in Dallas after the assassination 

he and Ed AP ait News Director of WDSU and the one who let me make copies, both looked. 

at the WDSU,footagee Jesse Core then was in ite Thereafter they loaned the film to the FBI, ; 

And since then, both told me, Jesse is not in ite Nor is this third mane 

Remarkable egincidence between this and the FBI reports that eliminate the third man 
EPce 

in this, file but didn't get around to that when extra agents not cued in took Sa around 

Yoas 
for identifications Those prints, by the way, remain withheld and I make a 

appeal for theme (You may recall that there has been a year of, itone since’ I asked Mr, 

McCreight to make a dat: for me to look at all photos, that when he never responded I asked 

for copies of all JFK assassination photographs, and failing to ea acknowledgemeht, appealed 

this denial. I'dg appreciate action on this old appeal.) 

It is mail time and with the mail not here perhaps a few details might interest a 

confirmed history buff, if of a different periode &. 

The name of Frank Bartes is in the Oswald addressbook. So is that if Vert ¥ottman 

of ws eM rith a number Mot of that oe on or his homefas I recall QD of an advertising 

e back door addresss of the buidding of 

the Ronnie Caire advertising agency to which Oswald applied for a jobe (The FBI denies having 

agency not mentioned in the notebookg. 

any Ronnie Caire records in response to an old request and I do not believe it. ) The address 

of “arlos Bringuier's store also is in ad and Oswald concentrated in that close neighbor- 

hood Bake, only a few blocks in his, Literature activiticse 

Oorew, of course, led to the crc, as other entries could have. Bringuier picked the 

Fight with Oswald that got Oswald attention as a pro-Castroite fino directed interest into



anti- Castro turf for those mho might be attracted to a proBastro appeal. Remarkably, 

none were except two FUI informants, this El Estupides and his associate and also FBI 

informant one Carlos Quiroga, at bringuier's behest after the fracas, went to see 

Oswald, with nothing coming of it. 

In addition to the Yringuier files for compliance with the request under historical 

case standards the crgénd predecessor files should be checked, searched and provided. 

It may well turn out that SA deBrueys covered those meetings as well as the ITM and other 

points and places and people requiring Spanish-language Inowledge, which he had. (So also 

did SA Logan, who took over when doBraaya aptioansa to Wax help Dallas.) 

I had good New Orleans sources, including sevey@l who knew some of these Sds and 

dealt with them and informed to them. The predecessor orgastization of CR@ was know as the 

Frente. In connection with it, Ferrie and his youthful associate Layyon Martens caartess 

were associated when their offices were in the Balter Bldg., before 544 Camps Seba’ 

has an arrest record the FBI hase He then gave the information of his connection$and it 

is included in the arrest reporte 

Charges were filed at the NO FO by one Orestes Pena, an informer who more recently 

41s ppea oute This was prior to his Warren Commission testimony. He then was represented, 

meaning in his complaint against deBrueys, by a lawyer whose mame recall as Tamborella. 

This was in connection with the FBI's JFK investigatidn, not any personal matter. It 

seems that Pena had and wanted to make known infoyfration not in accord with the official 

explanationfsolution/preconception of the @rime. 

Pena, who became my friend for a while, phoned me after reading my second book. My 

wife told him I was at the Archives and not to call before a certain time, He did and 

she again told him that time. Hours later he phoned me from the hospital, between the 

$ime of the taking of head X-rays and the time they would be read, to explain his delay’ « 

and that, not trusting his own phone, he was walking to another when he was lead—piped but 

not robbede He is a spry man and told me 4 was lucky he did not pass out and could run 

fast. Pena was also active in the Irente bt aia not get along with his business neightbor 

Bringuier, who he regarded as esamimess andepenisble aus crazy and Us. + 

Oswald, real or counterfeif, staged a spdctacular drunk in one of pone''s bard, siniwoin 

was a few doors f on Brinfert store, which Oswald also visite our de offers of anti- 

Gastro help velaliee nngtgpaieiSeasubieianibiebes training, hardly the A. arine expertise of a radar mane 

So Bringuier was more casily provoked to attack Oswalga . 

22> a ES 

I thenk there are wany relevant New Orleans files that require searching under both 

FOIA and PA requestse I'm curious about the pictures of ce Beinguier took while a N.0. 

cetective was making shots [Rost bar for me. I've newer had pictures taken by a man in 

  

@ run and in a crouch béfore.


